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Priscilla Atwoad

1802 Kipling St.
Houston, TX 77038

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition fo the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying te force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrepping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfercement to lock through.

T am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can cellect information between sources Tike phene companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolagies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I loaok Forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Priscilla Atwood
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Ken Berry

14528 Sunrose Lane
Farmers Branch, TX 75234

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required ta have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ken Berry
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Susan Sullivan

78 Bogardus St
Buffalo, ny 14206

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the covernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement tao look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run argund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations., set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rague government agents te access our personal communications. Fast
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich ocpportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Susan Sullivan
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S
Gerri Friedberg, LCSW
404 Chanticleer
Hinsdale, I1 80321

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a cencerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to alliow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is qoing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to farce the industry to actually build its systems around
goyernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information bhetween sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access aur persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdaor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestign of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have bhuilt-in
wiretapping.

I look farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gerri Wenger Friedberg, LCSW
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Tames Luckett

3821 East Delta Ave.
Mesa, aZ 83206

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Poweld
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW-

Washington, DC 20554

FCT Chairman Powell:

As g concerned individual, I am writing to express my gpposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephoie for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sour<es like phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legistative process to alter that careful balance.

I ynderstand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor =a¢cess have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Jim tuckett



wWed 24 Mar 2004 06:56:07 AM EST Po
Tany McClain

4422 Cherry Tree (ane
Eldersburg, ™MD 21784

March 18, 2004

FCcC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppesition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet cammunication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Lengstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aaggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our persaonal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge yau to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet <ommunication technelogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

To those of you who are GCood Repubklican Conservatives who sspouse less
government and staunchly defend personal freedom, how the hell can you even
consider thinking about this fascist/orwellian idea from Ayatcllah Ashcroft.

To those of yau who are Ceod Democratic Liberals, who by definition are
staunchly against limiting personal freedom, how the hell can you even think
about considering this idea.

This should be an histeric moment when Republincans and Democrats can, for
once, come together and do what they are there to do..REPRESENT THE
PEQPLE!!....vote this hideous attempt by Ayatollah ashcroft down
emphatically!!!

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Tony McClain
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William Roberson

P.0. Box 414
Seminole, OK 74818

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streeft SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositicen to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapning access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to aliow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trving to force the industry to actuaily build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bhuilt with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deljberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring s master key to our personal communications, the
goverrment is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thisves ar
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hacksrs.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Wiliiam Roberson
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Kimberly Adams

2553 Hunters Run Trail
Virginia Beach, VA 23458

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping., It is the aguivalent of the covernment reguiring all
hew homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c<ollect information betwesn sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key toc our personal communications, the
goverrment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rague government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department aof
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I laok forward tc hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kimberly F. Adams
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Stanley Becker

370 West Broadway, Apt. 3C
Long Beach, New York 11561

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A&s a con<erned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that ail new Internet communication services bhe
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. tongstanding JTaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring ail
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources like phaone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents ta access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich oppartunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have bujlt-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing vour thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Stanley Becker
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Kathe Burick

BEE — 8th Avenue #4
San Francisco, CA 94118

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powelld
Federal Communicatiaons Commission
445 12th Street W

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
bDepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

Ashcroft’s peculiarly named Justice Department must be held in check hy
Congress. Please, do not give in to his damaging demands to invade cyberspace.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstandinag laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI tao conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyvond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build i1ts systems araund
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberatians, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
cources like e-mail. The FBI s acggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

T understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
evyen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have bujlt-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kathe Burick
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Karen Robertson

23871 David Drive #2073
Narth OImsted, OH 44070

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
tederal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, dC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reauest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying te force the industry te actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue covernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
enly created a rich aopportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugcestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have buiit—in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Karen A&. Robertsaon
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Yictor Allen

1240 Washburn
Idaho Falls, ID 83402

Mar<h 18, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Jystice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary., Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the fndustry to actualiy build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement ta look thrcough.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informatiaon hetween sources like phone campanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s agcgressive and expansive reading of the law
would bhypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
governhment i1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rague government agents to access our persohal <ommunications. Past
effaorts to provide this sort af backdoaor access hayve not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to cppoase the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—=in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Vic Allen
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Jeffrey Fuentes

442 S Kenmore Ave. Apt. 2
Los Angeles, CA 90020

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Lommission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual., I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Praviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to ¢onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with 2 peephole for Taw enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that hy requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves ar
gven rogue government agents  to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of hackdeor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Fuentes
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Tammy Kinsey

2350 Monroe St, #301
Toledo, ohio 43624

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet c¢ommunication services be
regquired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bheyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry te actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to laok through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. tawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can coliect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successfuyl and
onty c<reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing yvour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Tammy Kinsey
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Paula Greenspan

8 jonathan lane
poughkeepsie, ny 12603

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my cppasition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. lengstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. Let them work.

A very key issue is that this requirement seems to represent an end-run around
Congress. Cur lawmakers, after extensive deliherations, have already set up
boundaries for how the FBI can collect information between saurces T1ike phone
campanies and data sources like e-mail. This effart seeks to create additional
reguirements beyond what our lawmakers agreed are necessary.

In additiaon, by creating a master key which can let anvone listen in to our
persanal communications, this system would create an opening for ill-intention
people (hackers, thieves, or even rogue gaovernment agents)to spy on us. AS
someone who works in a technology industry, I am well aware that no system is
truly fail-safe and hackers are ingenious.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sucgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatien technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward te hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Paula Greenspan
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Pat Lavelle

10023 39th Avenue NE
Seattle, WA 38125

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have huilt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Praviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
wouid bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to aur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Pact
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely, .

Pat Lavelle
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Torraine M., Weaver

18031 Lorene Drive
Yictorville, CA 92392

Harch 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Langstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdrapping. Tt is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring ail
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect information hetween sources Tike phone companies and data
sources ]ike e—-mail. The FBI s aggqressive and espansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicaticns.  Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers. :

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion cof the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Torraine Weaver
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Patricia Tweedy

26 Huraon Road
Flaoral Park, NY 11001

March 18, 2004

FCC Chalrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internst telephone companigs to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiilance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephale for law ernforcement to 1ook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rodue government agents to access our persaonal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication techralogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing ysur thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Patricia a. Tweedy
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Tan Maley

615 Longleaf Rd
Shreveport, LA 7?1108

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

Washingten, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:
As a concerned individual, I am writing tc express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to canduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to Yook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have nat been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatian technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ian Maley
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John Liberty

5231 Carrington Street
Sacramento, CA 95819

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

d4s a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephons companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new hames he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

John Liberty
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Scott Blasiman

2706 Pheasant Ridge Tr
Madisan, WI 53743

Marc<h 18, 2004
FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Washington, 0C 20554
FCC Chairman Powell:
A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.
The Ability of the government to snoop on citizens with the help of technology
does not improve the state of our democracy.

Regards,

Scott Blasiman
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Nancy Hensan

14178 Grizzly Hill Road
Nevada City. CA 95959

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

Washington, D{ 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet cammunication services he
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arocund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment regquiring all
hew homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very <oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Ccongress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to ocur personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vyour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Nancy L. Hensan
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Roherta Ives

41 Springhouse Drive
Myerstaown, PA 17067

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to canduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries fer how
the FBI can coilect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that hy requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shauld have built-=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Roberta E. Ives
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Duane Moore

14205 Yucatan Ave
Bakersfield, CA 33312

March 18, 2004

FCC Chatrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

T do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The F3I is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the indusucry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is thne eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ccllect information between sources 1ike phcone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Jegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real notential for hackers and thieves or
eveh rogue government agents to access our persenal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackars,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technolecgies should have built—-in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward tc hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Duane W. Moore
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Mike Wilson

409 E. 6th Street
Royal 0Oak, MI 48067

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Cammunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Paowell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gaovernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring &il
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FEI can collect information between scurces like phene companhies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicaticens, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rodue governhment agents to access our persanal <communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you tp oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our rew Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

T Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mike Wilson
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Kerry Hunt

22 Scott Place
Stamford, CT 06302

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communijcations Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Taws already
regquire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the F8I to conduct surveillance. The FBI 1is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading af the Taw
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatians. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department aof
Justice that our new Internet communication techngclogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kerry MacKerell Hunt



